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The Edmunds-Tucker Monstrosity
in the Senate.:

ELOQUENT AND POWERFUL
ADDERESS OF BENATOR CALL.

The following is the specch delivered
in the Senate, ¥eb. 18tL, 1887, by Sena-
tor Call, in opposition to the Ed-
munds-Tucker bill: :

Mn. CaLL. [ can not let the report
be adopivd without expressing Iny dia-
approval, and the reasons for lbhatdis-
approval. ;i

‘his bill, in my oplnion, i3 an anom-
aly on the gtatule book df this conutry,
It 1s the second slep towsards the es-
tablishment of religious persecution
and fntolerance, It 1g but o thin dis-
guise for the acuote lawyers who have
prepared this bill to assert that It i3 no
violstion of the Constitution of- the
Uuited States or of the priociples of
clvll liberty or relieibus tolerance
upon which this Government is
fonnded. .

My, Présideut, every law has a pol-
jcy, hay s spirit. Itis not to be deter-
mined by the letter of the law as it is
sought to be justilied here, and that is
the very first thing a slwudent of the
law learns; and it is Etrange that in
tbe Senate of the United Stotes the
very original and first principles of the
profession in the interpretation of law
which have been handed down for hun-
dreds of years should be boldly vie-
lated and the S¢nste should declare to
the professionul oplaion of the world
thut the cardiual principles of the pro-
fession nave no force or effect, Why,
sir, the great commentator upon Jaw,
when he teaches tbe student of the
laws of England Lhe manner of inter-

retatfon, cites the instance of the law
n Venice, which sald that be who lets
blood in the streets of -Venice shall be
puunished with death, and the exammple
ol the'man who, falling in the atreecs
with sudden illness, had, bis blood let
by a surgeot, violatlng the letter of the
Jaw; but the commnentator deciares
thut the law was pot violated
its spirit must determine its interpre-
tation. It was pot violated, becanse
the spirit ‘aud the purpose of the law
was to prevent the unlawfol. shedding
of blood.

The acute sophlsis who have written
this bill do no credit to the intelligence
of the age or the facylty of resson
when they declare In this plll that itis
not violative of the Constitution, that
it ls not & law "respecting an estublish-
mmext of rellgion,”” that it is pot an in-
tolerant proscription of religion, that
it |s not &#n upjust deniul and discrimi-
pation between different gltizens in
their political rights, becanse the lan-
guage of the biil carefully avoids the
open statement of uny or all these
things. b

If the cffectof o law—if its object
and effect—accompllshes theae resuits, .
then it is equally liable to the inhlbi-
tion ef the organic Jaw, and of an hou-
est and wlse public policy, as ifit,
reached these resnlts by the use of

because

.plain and direct language.

Now take this act preésented to the
Bepate, and I venture to assert that
before any tribunal, impartisl and ra-
tional, it cannot be justified 1gany
single provision. What sbail we 8a
of & Jaw that undertakes Lo punis
ucts which a particular religion or
gect of men worshiping God are prone
to commit, violations of the law which
may, as this bill assuines, be the re-
salt of their rellglons bellef, and that
jmposes pebalties not demanded by
the unlversal good of the pcople, hut
because they sre committed by that
particular scctof men, a6d imposes

eusliies in excess of thoss that are
mposed for thé1est of the commun-
ity for the purpose ol affecting that
form of religious belief, with the el-
ject by accumulated penalties of forc-
ing that people to abapdon that form
of religious belief, Suppose you select
some one. act which your law
makes a criwe, which is prevalent
among that peogle. but not peculiar to
therm, but which with them is a relig-
{ous belief, and you impose on that act
committed by them extraoordinary pen-
alties. You muke the methods of trial
purtial, oppreasive, and cruel. You
nuke the processes of summons and
srrest revoltiogly barsh and arbitrary.
You confiscate thelr church property.
You iuteriere brtween parents and
thelr children ln thelr education, and
vet you ask bonorable uien to belleve
thut you think this is Dot legislating
agaiust u particular form of religion.

16 1hat lawful? Cau you extinguish
by such legislation as tbat a form of
religious belief, and yel put up the al-
leged plea that the letter of the law is
complied witn, that the Constitutlon
is pot violuted? We punisi all men
alike,but we accnmulate onthat partic-
ular sect and the offenses they choose
to commtt penslty afier penaliy for the
yurpose of affecting that form of re-
}i;,inus helief, Why, Mr, President,
the sunterfuge is unworthy of rea.
ganable men, and can bave no place in
Iogic or in reason. **The letter of the
luw Kkilleth, hut the spirlv maketn
alive,’ said & great lawyer and an in-
spired man mwaby centuties since,and
fiom that duy to this the lbtelligence

of every age has sanctioned il—
that 1o carry out the  spirit
aud purgose of the law I8 to

kill it, and o carry into effect its let-
ter is to keep it slive. That wheu the
letter of tbe law defests its spirit and

urposge you sustain the law by de-
Featmg jts spirit and purpose and ad-
bering to the letter. Whe .beuwes shis,

[ Mr. President? * No intelligent person.
Yct the Senate Commiliee on the
Judigiary so declare, and this bill so
deelares, = g
Take this biil, which 18 the re-es-
tablishmuent of the ioquisition of old,
which is religious persecution, which
is & law respectisg their estahlishinent
ol religion, becanse these men hivea
form of belief and a practice which we
disapprove, Itlsus moch the estab-
lishment of a pariicular religion by
law as if it deciarcd it in particular
terms. .In s first provisiou- the bill
provides that
The lawfitl husband or wifo af the person
accuaed shall be a competent wilness, and
may be ealled, but shall pot bo compciied
to testufy n such procecding, examinntion,
lar prosecution without the consent of tho
husbund or wife, ae the case muy bé; and
such witnees ehall not be permiited to tes
1ify as o any slalement ol Cconipunicatlon
mide by sither husband or Wife to eacH
oiher, during the existcnce of the marriage
i-;annon. deemed confidentis! st common
W
Mr.CaLL. The provision of tHe hilt
which I have read is entirely havmless
and is properly.zuarded; there can be
no objection-to it; bot take that, the
most innocent oge in the blll, what is
the object of this provision in the biil,
it’being an act to amend section 5352 of
the Revised Statutes in reference to
bizamy? The object of the provision
is &5 much as if jL were in direct tcrms
directed against the Mormono Church,
the Mormon religion, not tbe practice

between the sexes everywhere where
this counntry hus jurisdiction, hut the
spirit, the purpose, the effect of this
leglslation |s intended o destror the
Mormon form of religious belief. Who
can depy it? Cap we, by a form of
words, suppress the troth? Can. we
enact the grave face here that we are
by a partlcular formm of words secking
1o doone thing aud not another when
the real object we bave in view and the
necessary effect of an enactment is
qt\;idem.ly to eflect the Mormon Church,
the Mormon people, the Mormon re-
lHiglon? Can we avold the truth that
this will be a *'law respectiug an es-
tablighment of rellgion,” when its ob-
ject and effect 1s to **affect this estab-
Hghment of religion™ by declaring that
itisa jJaw rejating to bigamyor poly-
gamy, agd that itis not “‘respeciivga
religious establishment,' but isa Jaw
to relste to and affect a particular thing
nnless it 8o declares in terms.

We find another provision in theo
second eection that any person may be
attuched, taken into Eossess‘lon. ar-
rested and deprived of hls hiberty upon
the sugrestion under oath of anybody
that he believes that such person wiil
oot obey the process of the court. Who
will undertake to say that this is a po-
Sition justified by the course of legal
experience in this conntry by the prac-
tice of the courts? Admit, if you
please, whioh I do not, that it is not a
violation of the richt to personal Jib-
erty guaranteed in the Constitution,
the right to be free except under due
and pioper procgss of law, admit for
argument’s sake that it 18 pracess of
lnw, what is tbe purpose,the effect, the
gpirit. of this legislation, hut to afiect
the Mormun people, the Mormon re-
ligicn, and to say that they can not be
trusted to obey the law; ¢bat they,
differing from other sects sad othgr
eople, must be punished in a partica-
ar way? If we ghomid disguise the
fact apd enact a falsencod known to
every one bere to be faise, 18 it any the
less & ialsebood because you disguise
and suppress 1t by the form of language
which you use?

This proylsion is Intcnded to sap-
press the Morroon religion, the Mor-
mon people. Will ¥on tell the people
of this country that you will dars by
any form of words to make o law the
effect of which shall be that the
Metbodist, or the Baptist, or Presby-
terian, or Episcopul, or Catholic peo-
ple of this country shaell be subject to
arrest and imprisonment without hear-
ing or trial on the afidavit of any per-
son that they believe they will not
obey the process of the coutt, becuyse

Catholics; that they are not to be
trusted because of their faith,theirform
of religlon? DBut vet thatis what this
section of the law deeclares as plainly as
if it did so in direct terms. Thatis the
effect and puorpose of this law, a&l-
though the truth is sought to be evaded
and sup‘})ressed by the language need.
This and all othef sections of the bill
are framed on the theory that lau-
gudge, words, are oply intended to
daceive, and {ie faculty of rearon is
oaly right when I¢ avolds the truth,

Agaln, when we come to the third
section, we find:

Thal whosoever &ommits adultery shall
be punished by impriconment m the peni-
tentiny nol cxceeding three years; and
when the act is commitied belwaon o mar-
yiecd woman and &t mnn who is unmarrjed
both parties to such act shall be deemc
guiity ‘of adultery; and when such act ls
committed between a mariied man and a
} woman who is upmarried, the man ehall be
deemed guilly of adultory.

Mr. Presitient, why this unnsual
punishment? Why these specifications?
Every ohe knows. Why disguise the
fact? We bave had petitions, apd ar-
ruments, and discussions here time
and again that this form of relizious
belief, Mormonism, js unfriendly to
the Republic; that it is treason, and
that it should be suppressed, sod this
Iuw I8 to be passed in pursuance of a
public clamor of that cbaracter.
Again:

8E0.5. That if an unmarried man or
womae comenl fornication, cach of them
shall be punished by imprisonment not ex-
ceeding w1x wonths, or by lbe not cxceed.
ing S, i

Why. this: discrimination? Shall it
be ceid thetitds for respect to the

| mizance. They shall que
of polyramy, not nplawful ioterconrse |

they are Methodists, or Baptisis, or | P

tion belween the murried and oawar-
ried person and this smaller punish-
l ment is affixed, that it does not relate
to Mdrmon practices and to pol¥gam§?
The bill {s & bill to amepd anactto
Suppress polygamy, amd what polyg-
amy? Not poiygpamy everywhere,
adulterons relations evervwhere, but
in the Territory of Utah, among the
Mormon people, where that form of
Eoi}'gamy existeé which .they profess to
elleve,-upd which ihey practice 1o
some extent; that form _of religjons
belief that, maiotujns th¥y the patri-
archs were religious, that the old tes-
tament religion was o religlon, ‘that
Daniel and Solompn snd many otaers,
I notwithstanding their polvgamy, were
religions mep, and that the practice of
it did not place them beyond the pale
of humau sympathy and of the divine
forhearance,
Let us go further, and we find in the
eighth section that jt applies to the
Territory of Utah, and provides:

Thal the marshal of paid territory of Utah,
and his deq’u;ws. shall possess and may ex-
ercise ull 1ho powers in'executing the Iauws
of the United States or ‘of sndd tertory,
possessed nnd excreised by sheriifs, con-
stables, and their deputics ax peace oflicers;
and cneh of them shnll camee all offenduers
agningt the law, in his view,ta enter inlo
recogujzance to kcep the peuce and to ap-
}Oenr ut the next term of the eourt huving

grirdiciion of the cuse, and to commil to
afl 1 cuse of fautare to
and suppress us-
saults and batteries, riots, routs, a
insurreeiions,

Without process of law, without in-
quisition by uny irlbunsai, without upy
kind of.compiaint, the marshal may
seize and :arrest any one, .this sectlon
.seeking 1o vitalize sud protect him
withan old and obsclete custom of
law made for arbXrary governments
und kingly power. ‘These marshals
baye the power to uarrest any man
without ceuse, npon theltownmotion;
te guell anything that they may see fit
to interpret as & riot or tumnlt; to use
wny decree of violence; in short. to
slay and murder un unoffending ang
submissive people at will.

I have seen printed
amoDg Senstors 4 sworrn statement o

rays,and

marshals and these deputies ouder
such & provision ag this, which ioucties
them to violence upon these peopte.
Wrong they may be, but unoffending,
industrous peopls in TWADY respects;
and they bave made a distinguoisbed
success in that most important matter
of the comfortable subsistence of the
oor people whom .tbey have carried
nto their once desert country, which
they have made by their Jabor to blos-
sum Jike a rose.

1 am not the advocate of polyg-
amy or Iimproper relatfons be-
tween the sexes, but I am not afraid
to condemn the spirit of persecution
which will gloss over the faults of our
own civilization, aud from that spirit
of fapatical cruelty which hag shed se
much blood and ioflicted sa many tor-
tures make victims of better men and
better women than many of those
whom our harsh and cruel laws have
forced Into worse practices.

I condemn their polyzamy, but I be-
lieve that the religion of Christ and not
that cruel persecution which subverts
itand applles tyranuy and the terrors
of the*law to the suppression of re-
ligious bellef is the proper rerwedy for
it. Itake no partin this revival of the
tires ‘of religions persecution, Sup-
pose the Mormopns have beén them-
selves bigoted, vindictive, cruel, and
bloodthirsty, as is charged by their

enemies, of which I know noth-
ing, is that u Treason wh we
shonld imitate them, am EO

back from the religious tolersnce and
freedom of modern times tothe super-
stitions and the intolerance which
sought to fmpress forms or rellgious
opinion, not by the persuacion of argu-
ment and reagon but by the arm of the
iaw, by the sword, the halter, the dun-
geon, and the torture? But to the dis-
grace of our times, thls is the charac-
ter of the bill which the Sepate will
a88.
Then,
her¢ in relation to the ceremony of
marriage, ail directed 1o the pructices
of that peculiar sect, to that form of
religious belief; and then, not stop-
ping there, the bill proceeds to visit its
terrors upon the unfortunate chlldren
who are brought Into the world by
divine providence without any of the
faults of the mothers or their .fathery
imputed to them. The poor innocent
child the Benator from Vermont in his
Christinn charity fods a %la.ce to perse-
cute and oppress in this bill.

Sir, in my judgment it i3 a disgrace
to civilization as it is a reproach to the
religion of Cuarist, & barbarism con-
dembed by every prieciple of human-
ity and justice, & cruelty without ex-
cuse or palliation, A map and a
woman join themeelves together in a
union spproved by their church and
their religion, by the permission and
under the divine economles which the
King of Kings bas,ordained, and which
the Judiciary Committees of the Sen-
ate dnd the House, and all otliers
whosge fanatical judgment arralgns the
divine ‘order, cannot uninake, Caildren
are born to' them, They have  thelr
,rizht and titie to a part 10 this world
suited to their facnlries and capatities,
and peither the devisers of this bili
nor sil mapkind can deprive them of
that right; but this law seeks to visit
on thejr ipnocent heads disgrace and
beggary, want and starvation, becanse
their parents innoceénily, a8 they
thouzht, and with the sanction of the
divine providence brought them Into
the world. Mr. President, this is a
shocking and cruel ‘barbarity, an in-
sult to the religion of Chriss, and a

l1.4\'(: such recog- |

and ¢lre u]n'.t.edﬂ

again, we bove a provision |

dlggracs tothe civilisation of the age!

v

marriage rclation that this dlscrimlnn-' Src. 11. That the faws enncted by the

Legislative Ansqmlﬂ;y of tha Territery of
Utah whieh provide for or recoznize theeca-
pacity of ilegitimale ¢hildren 1o :nherit or
| 10 be entitle distribative shure in

10 nRy
ihe estate of the far.l‘:cr of any such {lleg:ti-
mute chrld are hereby disapproved nml un.
nulled; and ne jllegitimate child skall here-
after bo entitled 1o iuherit Jrom his or her
father o) to receive -any distribuative share
in theo estate of his or her father: Provided,
Thut this section shall not apply to any
llegitimate ehild born witkin twelvemontlis
afler the passage of thix act, nor to any
child made legitiliate by the seventh sec-
tion of the act entitled **An aet to awend
section 5152 of the revised Statules of the
United States, in  reference to bigawny,
'n‘:xdstsxzzr other purposes,’” apprdved March
- . L]

What Christiznity and what clviliza-
tlon can justify this harsh and cruel
provision? What bas the poor child
donc that the Senator from Vermont
should deprive it of #ubsisteuce, ot the
means of goiug througn the world with
credit 1o himself or herself? Why
should it be persecuted with the ter-
| rors of this Iaw because the father and
wmother belleved improperly; believed,
if iyou please, barharously, that a cer-
lain form of re)ation betweeh the sexes
wus legitimate and of divine permise
slon; belleved a doctrine, if ‘' ypu
please, pernicious 10 society, that by
pioper means, by free discussion, by
the moral guasion of the religlou of
Christyshould be eradicated and ex-
terminated? .What it they diq, shall

the poor child be the vicLim? .
Mr. President, the Spanish Ingufsi-
tion, which was not the fault of the
church but of the ambiticus men who
soughbt to uetits spiritaal powers lor
thcir politlcal ends, wua not’ more
cruel when it burned those who did not
accept its doctrines and @8 theories as
of divine origin than ja this provision
of the bill, 1aking the poor iliegitimate
children whomn Almighty God has per-
mitted to come Into this® workd, in
fauit, if veu please, of their ancestors,
but without fault of themselves, and
branding them and depriviog them of

| all subsistence and help and comiort,
What sbounld the father of an illegiti-
mate child do in the theory of this bill?
Abanden bis offspring a2nd commit a
thousand times fouler crime by aban-

1 brutal murder cowmitted by these | doniug bispurental feelings aud leaving

the offapring Lhat he has begotien’ 1o
sturvatfon and misery; that {3 the
wicked aund criuel comimand of this bitl:
thut is the morality it enjoins. Let the
cbtid born ‘of inpgcent purposes and
under a form of religionsghelief be an
outcast frown huwmen sgm athy beraose
we tlepy the right of the ’bivine Ruler
of the Universe to estnblish an order of
nature which allows children to enter
the world otherwise than as weé tnink
proper, and notwithstandiog the fault

—— s e T,

and tha listening multitudd, convlcted
in their consciences, departed withont
casting a stone at the poor creature; 4
Divine lawmaker whose sentence mas:
“‘Hath noman condewned thec? Then
do I not condemn thee, Goand sin no
1nore.” .

I understand thatto be the law of
Christ and the Christian relizlon,.and
not this bars!i method of punighmoent.
For one I aceept it as the vificaciouns
method, discussion, .free oplnion, the
mmisters of Christ, the spiritual
power of the church, und not the ter-
rors of ap arbitrury and cruel lnw dis-
regsrding Hig divine maxim. These
are the great agents for the . extermin-
ation of Mormonism or any other form
of impropet religious belief, not *'laws
respecting ull estabiishmept of relig-
fon,* however srifulund cunning toefr
phraseology to concealtheir real pur-
pose and effect.

Then we come to what? To the es-
cheat of the property of this corpora-

| pructices.

ol their parents endows them with the
{acultier which commmand success.

The. Divine Law-giver raid,” **Let
little children come unto me,’ and,
He bicssed tbem and Hi fpliowers
have. established charitlés for them,
and even the **fouuditngs’ huve thelr
goardians znd thelr friends in the
geutle hearts of Christian men and
women. But the insane fanaticism of
this bill seeks to place a curse and a
stl%ma' on them aud deprive thern of
their natural protectors and of natural
loxe and aflection.

Sir, the blll is barbatrous and iobo-
man in every light. Be as strong aw
anti-polygumist a8 ¥You plense, you can
not be a {ollower of the divine reilgion
of Christ znd maintain a doctrine, a
principle, a proyision ol law that has
this effect. It {e ap ingult to Christ’s
ipreceptd and religion, and a deadiy
agsault on all the beantiful charities
iandjhumapities that have grown up
‘under it. As false to bhuman natnre
dnd the conditivns ol lite as.jt is to the
divine economy tbax governs the world.
I visited some years since the foundsa-
tion of a beantifulcharity of a Romau
Catholic Charch in Montreal, the Bis-
terhood of the Grey Nuns, I believe is
the name, where all the foundlings of
Canade are received, educated, and
cared for and started.inlife. What s
contrast withjthis law!

‘Shall we be told that the laws of
| gociety have thus harshly discriminated
agalnst illegilimate children for the
public good?” It was a barbarous pro-
vision that the victim of soclety and of
your laws and of wrongdolog whoin
order to support humen llfe became
the victis of the fanlt of others—but
that thc poor child abould be the vic-
tiin who io the divine econonies of
life has been permitted to come into
the world, and who msy be tbe equsl
of the Sepator from Vermont or sny’
one else, because Almighty God does
not give a_patent to those people or
any particular puople for 8 decorous
and careful obServauce of life o own
and dpossess the best things of the
world. <

Such 2 poor child has a titleanda
right ‘to make o manp of hjmself, but
this bill denies it. This bill says the
fatber tmust be puilty of a wors crime
than the iudiscretion and the wroat,
and for what?» To destroy the Mormon
religion. He must abandon his ofi-
spring. He mnst sbaudon the woman
who bas trusted his mabphood and his
Hdelity to bis promises.. He must pur-
chase immunity from punisament and

olitica]l right and public effice by

eaving them to soyrow, starvation and
migery. N

Mr, President, no langusge can ex-
press the wickedn’ess and morz! enor-
-mity of this bill. It requirés a man to
become a flend in human formfin order
.t be a citizen of the United Stdtes.

Mr. Presadent, I have read of a wiser
lawmakerthan the Sepate Commlittee
op the Judiciary; of a divine lawiiver
who, when & person taken in the com-
mission of thig offense was brought
betore him for & sentence, wrote upon
the ground, "' Let him who is without
sln amongsl you cast the firststone;™,

tion under the plen thut it {s in vidla-
tion of a sistute of the United Siotes.
Wus it intenged to prevent the Catho-
lic Church, the Protestunt Churel), the
¥pscopal bnu:cn. the grest society of
Methodists and Baptists—with teir
¢vipgelization, with their active and
atriotle work—wes it iutepded to
Fmit and preveut themn from accunu-
1Ubg the mesns Lo accomplish 1heir
grent work? We know,for the bill de-
clares it is to extirpute that form ot
religious telief, which belongs to ke
Mormons, thet religions belief which
prompts, 18 we thigk, to pernicious
We undettake to decluare
that the Mojmsn reiigi? 18 8 crimina}
religion; that it teacheB pragtices Lhux
are perbicjous tosociely’; that it be-
Heves doctrines cootrury to the theory
of the Ghrisvon religion; thut its ex-
ceplance of the habits ,apd customs
of the old patriarchbal days s
a 8in of the worst churacter upaipst
society. Admit, as I do, all these pro-
positions, it none the less eatablisnes
the force of the obuzervation thut this is
an altack upoun the Mormou religion
becuuse ol these alleged practices.
The Constitution of the United States
provides that property in auy person,
batural or artiticiul, it mukes no differ-
ence, ‘shall pot betakenaway from
him witbout just compensation. It is
iutended to provide that iv shall not he
takcuo except lor pnblic purposes for
public necessities. What 18 the escheat
of this corporalion? Defend it as you
may by -the techuicul letier of the law,

that it is a corpuration ju violation of |

an zntecedent act of Cougress, that its
property js sccumunlated in violation of
the law—admit that to be true, and

that Congress may by wvirtue of fts -

sovergign power f{orfeit it, s it the
custom of the Linited Statesto forfeit
the progerty of persons er of corpora-
thons w

pubilc use?

We know it s not. Is it within the
letter of the Jaw that you may even
conflacuts the property of this corpo-
ration?® I gravely doubt whether it js
in the power of Congress to affix that
penalty opon &ny corporation for any
violation of luw. Itinay dissocive the

corporation, it may terminate its
patural iife it it fails to
aDSWEr any purpose of pub=

lic utility, bat it cun not appropriate

.the property of individuals who cow-

pose the' eorporation without judicial
process, of appropriation and candem-
nation for the pnblic use, without any
pecessity Tar use for the public good,
and without compensativna to the
owners of it. It would seem zs if
thetrc could be no doubt npon thatsab-
ect,
/ Then we come to the provision that
no person shall e¢xercise political
privileges without taking an poath, Let
us see what that oath Is. We are told
taat it i%“ test oath, and that it 1z a
test oath® just as the oath to Support
thc Constitution of the United States
is 8 test oath; just as tbe oath to for-
sw»arullegiaﬁce to a foreign covern-
nent {3 a test oath. The proposition
can not be maintained. There is po
ground of resson upon whichk you cun
pluce the two-propositions, The one
is contradiciory to the other. Now,
let us see what that oath is:

5#cC. 24. That every mnale person _twenty-
one yYears of age reaideat in the Terrhory
of Utnh sbhall, ¢ a eondilton-precedent to
bis rizht to register or vote at any election
in siad ‘Ferritory, take and enbscribe jm
onth dr aflinination, before the registration
oflicer of his voting precinet,thal fie is oyer
iwenty one ycars of nge, and has rexlded in

the Territory of Utah for six months then,

lust puesed ‘and in the precinet for ome
month immedialely preceding Lhe date
thereof, and that he ia o pative born (or
naturalized, as the case' may bo), eitizen of
the Umted §tat.es, nnd further state insuch
oalh er aflirmation his full name, with his
age, place of husinees, “'his status, whether
single or marned, and if miurrled; the name
of bis luwiul wife''-

Why is that
ever such a qual
voting before?

and that he will support-the Constitution 6¢
the United States nnd will faubfully obey
the laws thereof, and especially will obey
theaet of Congress approved Mareh 22, 1383,
entitled **An ack to amend seclion 532 of
the Hevised Statntes of the United States,
in reference te bigumy, and tor other pur-
poses,” and will aiso obey 1hils act in re-
epect of the crines 1n said act defired and
forbidden, a#nd that he will not, direcily or
indireetly, aid or nbel, counssl or advise,
any otheT person lo cemmit any of aaid
crimes. Snch registration officer 1s suthor-
ized to ndnunister eald oath or afirmation;
and all such oaths or aitmationa shull ho
by him delivered to the clerk of tho pro-
bato gonrt of the proper county, and shall
be decmed pullic records thercin.”

There is no_ rellgions test in that
oath except in® this, that the oath is
designed to affect the Mormon relig-
fon., This oath haos the effect of

rovided? Was there
tication presoribed for

affecting the Mormon religion; not the

en they are net needed for the



